SUMMARY OF FINAL DECISIONS ISSUED BY THE TRADEMARK TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD
January 22-26, 2001

Date Typeof | Proceeding | Party or TTAB Issue TTAB Opposer'sor Petitioner's | Applicant'sor Respondent's | Mark and Goods Cited | Examining | Citableas
Issued Case(1) | or Appn. Parties Panel(2) Decision Mark and Goods or Mark and Goods or by Examining Attorney | Attorney Precedent
No. Services Services of TTAB
1-23 OPP 102,722 LosAngeles [ Simms 2(d) [res Opposition | “ST.LOUISRAMS’ “ST. LOUISRAMS (and No
(&Y Rams Quinn judicatal Sustai ned and “RAMS’ [awide ram’ shead design) [a
OPP 108,292 Football Rogers (in both variety of goods and variety of productsin Int.
() Co., St. [Opinion cases) services) Cls. 16 and 25]
LouisRams | “Bythe [Opposer’s
Football Co. | Board” motion for
and National | (Quinn)] summary
Football judgment
League granted]
Properties,
Inc.v.
Johnny
Blastoff,
Inc.
1-24 EX 75/543,910 || NorcomInc. | Seeherman 2(d) Refusal “DOCUWORKS'’ [office “DOCUWORKS’ Gearin No
Hohein* Affirmed supplies, namely, copying [photocopying and
Hairston paper, business and scratch | document reproduction
pads, binders, report covers, | services|
notebooks, etc.]
1-24 EX 75/438,489 || Kinston Cissl 2(e)(1) Refusal “CORPORATE King No
Office Hohein* Reversed RESOURCES’ [retail store
Supply Co., | Rogers servicesintheareaof office

Inc.

suppliesand equipment]

(1) EX=Ex Parte Appeal; OPP=0Opposition; CANC=Cancellation; CU=Concurrent Use; (SJ)=Summary Judgment; (MD)=Mation to
Dismiss; (MR)=Motion to Reopen; (R)=Request for Reconsideration

(2) *=Opinion Writer; (D)=Dissenting Panel Member



http://www.uspto.gov/web/offices/com/sol/foia/ttab/2dissues/2001/102722.pdf
http://www.uspto.gov/web/offices/com/sol/foia/ttab/2dissues/2001/75543910.pdf
http://www.uspto.gov/web/offices/com/sol/foia/ttab/2eissues/2001/75438489.pdf

SUMMARY OF FINAL DECISIONSISSUED BY THE TRADEMARK TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD
January 22-26, 2001 (continued)

Date Typeof | Proceeding | Party or TTAB Issue TTAB Opposer'sor Petitioner's | Applicant'sor Respondent's | Mark and Goods Cited | Examining | Citableas
Issued Case(1) | or Appn. Parties Panel(2) Decision Mark and Goods or Mark and Goods or by Examining Attorney | Attorney Precedent
No. Services Services of TTAB
1-25 EX 75/401,760 || TheCenter | Simms 2(d) Refusal “CLEAR VISION” “CLEAR VISION” Wood No
for Clear Ciss Affirmed [ophthalmologica and [eyeglasses]; “KLEER
Vision of Wendel* (astoall ophthalmic services, VISION" [devicesfor
Sinai three cited specificaly, surgica cleaning eyeglasses,
Hospital registra- services) namely, sponges
tions) impregnated with a
cleansing and polishing
solution, sold with a
holder therefor;
“BRINGING CLEAR
VISION TOLIFE”
[ophthalmological
services)
1-25 EX 75/472,972 | SnapTrack, | Hohein 2(e)(2); Refusal “LOCATION ON Aikens No
Inc. Chapman* whether Affirmed DEMAND” [global
Wendel applicant’s (but only positioning computer
identification | on 2(e)(1) system hardware and
of goodsis ground) software for identifying the
sufficiently position and uses of a
definite telecommunication device;

communications and
telecommunications
services using global
positioning systemsto
provide navigation,
positioning, and tracking
for auser of a
telecommunications device)

(1) EX=EXx Parte Appeal; OPP=Opposition; CANC=Cancellation; CU=Concurrent Use; (SJ)=Summary Judgment; (MD)=Motion to
Dismiss; (MR)=Motion to Reopen; (R)=Request for Reconsideration

(2) *=Opinion Writer; (D)=Dissenting Panel Member



http://www.uspto.gov/web/offices/com/sol/foia/ttab/2dissues/2001/75401760.pdf
http://www.uspto.gov/web/offices/com/sol/foia/ttab/2eissues/2001/75472972.pdf

SUMMARY OF FINAL DECISIONSISSUED BY THE TRADEMARK TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD
January 22-26, 2001 (continued)

Date Typeof | Proceeding | Party or TTAB Issue TTAB Opposer'sor Petitioner's | Applicant'sor Respondent's | Mark and Goods Cited | Examining | Citableas
Issued Case(1) | or Appn. Parties Panel(2) Decision Mark and Goods or Mark and Goods or by Examining Attorney | Attorney Precedent
No. Services Services of TTAB
1-25 EX 75/519,930 | SRC Chapman 2(d) Refusal “SRC COMPUTERS/” “SRC DIRECT" Baker No
EX 75/520,150 | Computers, | Wendel* Affirmed “SRC” (and design [supplies volume
EX 75/520,151 | Inc. Bottorff (inall three incorporating a black purchasing services,
cases) triangle); “SRC” (and namely, telephone
design incorporating ared order and mail order
triangle) [all three marks servicesin thefield of
for custom manufacturing office and business
of computersfor othersand | equipment, machines,
design of computers for computers, printers,
others) accessoriesand
supplies used
therewith]
1-26 EX 75/224,145 | A&E Secherman 2(e)(1) Refusal “PAYHALF’ (in stylized Mermel- No
Stores, Inc. Cisdl Affirmed lettering) [retail store sein
Bucher* servicesinthefield of
clothing and footwear and
related accessories, costume
jewelry and watches,
handbags and small leather
goods, sunglasses,
umbrellasand hair
accessories)]
1-26 EX /9/425,823 | Sony Hanak 2(e)(1) Refusal “NEWS CACHE” Swain No
Kabushiki Holtzman Affirmed [television program serving
Kaisha Rogers* system comprising personal
computers, peripherals,
computer software for
recording, editing, and
supplying of television
programs, and television
program servers]

(1) EX=Ex Parte Appeal; OPP=Opposition; CANC=Cancellation; CU=Concurrent Use; (SJ)=Summary Judgment; (MD)=Motion to
Dismiss; (MR)=Motion to Reopen; (R)=Request for Reconsideration

(2) *=0Opinion Writer; (D)=Dissenting Panel Member



http://www.uspto.gov/web/offices/com/sol/foia/ttab/2eissues/2001/75224145.pdf
http://www.uspto.gov/web/offices/com/sol/foia/ttab/2eissues/2001/75425823.pdf
http://www.uspto.gov/web/offices/com/sol/foia/ttab/2dissues/2001/75519930.pdf

SUMMARY OF FINAL DECISIONSISSUED BY THE TRADEMARK TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD
January 22-26, 2001 (continued)

Date Typeof | Proceeding | Party or TTAB Issue TTAB Opposer'sor Petitioner's | Applicant'sor Respondent's | Mark and Goods Cited | Examining | Citableas
Issued Case(1) | or Appn. Parties Panel(2) Decision Mark and Goods or Mark and Goods or by Examining Attorney | Attorney Precedent
No. Services Services of TTAB
1-26 EX 75/371,661 || adp Simms 2(d) Refusal “VOLCANOISLAND” “VOLCANO" [gaming | Chosid No
Gauselmann | Bucher Affirmed [coin-operated gambling machines, namely, slot
GmbH Holtzman* machines, namely, ot machines with or
machines, video ot without avideo output]
machines, video gaming
machines, etc.]
1-26 CANC 26,851 Analytica Hanak 2(d) Petitionto “ANALYTICA “ANALYTICA” [computer No
Environ- Hohein Cancel INCORPORATED” software for decision
mental Rogers* Denied (and design analysis applicationsin the
Labora- incorporating the letter environmental,
tories, Inc. “A") [environmental pharmaceutical, aerospace,
v.Lumina testing and anaysis power plant, financial,
Decision laboratory services| telecommunications, health
Systems, care, computer,
Inc. manufacturing and retail
fieldg]

(1) EX=EXx Parte Appeal; OPP=Opposition; CANC=Cancellation; CU=Concurrent Use; (SJ)=Summary Judgment; (MD)=Motion to
Dismiss; (MR)=Motion to Reopen; (R)=Request for Reconsideration

(2) *=0Opinion Writer; (D)=Dissenting Panel Member



http://www.uspto.gov/web/offices/com/sol/foia/ttab/2dissues/2001/75371661.pdf
http://www.uspto.gov/web/offices/com/sol/foia/ttab/2dissues/2001/26851.pdf

